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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 September 2007 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) 0 iSince this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213, 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-9 and 11-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-9, 11-17 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)\3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Infonmal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark GfTice 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20071105 



Application/Control Number: 

10/510,123 

Art Unit: 3694 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to Applicant's remarks received on 9/17/2007. In 
light of Applicant's remarks, the Office is issuing a second non-final action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the Invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
ISSA (US Pub. No. 2003/0093355). 

Regarding claim 1: 

ISSA teaches a method of processing funds between a transferor and a transferee, at 
least the transferor having a transferor deposit sub-account administered via a 
depository administrator, the depository administrator maintaining a master account at a 
financial institution, the method comprising: 

(a) the transferor accessing the depository administrator via a global network; (see H 63- 
65) 

(b) the transferor requesting a transfer or hold of funds in the transferor deposit sub- 
account to or for the benefit of the transferee; (see U 63-65) 

(c) if the transferee does not have a transferee deposit sub-account administered via 



Application/Control Number: Page 3 

10/510,123 

Art Unit: 3694 

the depository administrator, providing the transferee an opportunity to establish the 
transferee deposit sub-account; (see U 63-65) and 

(d) the depository administrator processing the funds between the transferor deposit 
sub- account and the transferee deposit sub-account, wherein each of the sub-accounts 
forms part of the master account such that a transfer of funds between sub-accounts 
does not affect a balance in the master account, (see 1| 63-65) 
Regarding claim 14: 

ISSA teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein the depository is a bank, (see ^ 
63-65). A bank is a financial institution. 
Regarding claim 15: 

ISSA teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein the depository is a retail . 
establishment, (see %63'65). Since banks are called retail banks, ISSA also teaches a 
retail establishment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
ISSA (US Pub. No. 2003/0093355) in view of Lai (US Pub. No. 2001/0037290). 
Regarding claim 6: 
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Lai, not ISSA, teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein step (d) is practiced by 
holding the funds in the transferor deposit sub-account until receiving confirmation that 
an event has occurred, (see H 35) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Lai. Motivation to modify exists because confirmation helps to 
minimize losses. 
Regarding claim Z.- 
Lai, not ISSA, teaches a method according to claim 6, wherein the confirmation that an 
event has occurred comprises confirmation by the transferor, (see ^35) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Lai. Motivation to modify exists because confirmation helps to 
minimize losses. 
Regarding claim 8: 

Lai, not ISSA, teaches a method according to claim 6, wherein the confirmation that an 
event has occurred comprises confirmation of product delivery, (see T| 37) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Lai. Motivation to modify exists because confirmation helps to 
minimize losses. 
Regarding claim O.- 
Lai, not ISSA, teaches a method according to claim 6, wherein the confirmation that an 
event has occurred comprises confirmation of service completion, (see H 37) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Lai. Motivation to modify exists because confirmation helps to 
minimize losses. 

3. Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
ISSA (US Pub. No. 2003/0093355) in view of Vasic (US Pub. No. 2001/0034676) 
Regarding claim 11: 

Vasic, not ISSA, teaches a method according to claim 1, further comprising issuing 
automated teller machine (ATM) cards to holders of deposit sub-accounts, and enabling 
the transferor and transferee to deposit funds or withdraw available funds via their 
respective ATM cards, (see H 26-27) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Vasic. Motivation to modify exists because use of an ATM provides 
for a convenient method of transferring and withdrawing funds. 
Regarding ciaim 12: 

Vasic, not ISSA, teaches a method according to claim 1 1 , further comprising, prior to 
step (a), the transferor depositing funds into the transferor deposit sub-account using 
the transferor's ATM card, and after step (d), the transferee withdrawing funds from the 
transferee deposit sub-account via the transferee's ATM card, (see H 26-27) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Vasic. Motivation to modify exists because use of an ATM provides 
for a convenient method of transferring and withdrawing funds. 
Regarding claim 13: 
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Vasic, not ISSA, teaches a method according to claim 1 1 , further comprising, after step 
(d), the transferee withdrawing funds from the transferee deposit sub-account via the 
transferee's ATM card, (see ^26-27) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Vasic. Motivation to modify exists because use of an ATM provides 
for a convenient method of transferring and withdrawing funds. 

3, Claims 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over ISSA in 
view of Ranzini (US Pub. No. 2002/0065784). - 

Regarding claim 2: 

Ranzini, not ISSA, teaches alerting the transferee via E-mail that the transfer or hold of 
funds has been requested, (see claims 1-10 of Ranzini), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Ranzini. Motivation to modify exists because email is an efficient 
method of communicating a transaction. 

4. Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over ISSA 
in view of Ranzini (US Pub, No. 2002/0065784) and in further view of Naylor (US Pat. 
No. 6,625,642), 

Regarding claim 3: 

Naylor, not ISSA, teaches that an E-mail address is compared with stored E-mail 
addresses, (see column 4, lines 1-10, figure 7A) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify ISSA with Naylor. Motivation to modify exists because using email affirm 
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identity is an efficient method of preventing fraud, since emails are unique. 
Regarding claim 4: 

ISSA teaches providing a link to the depository administrator enabling the transferee to 
establish the transferee deposit sub-account, (see H 63-64). 
Regarding claim 5: 

Ranzini, not ISSA, teaches the step of alerting the transferee via E-mail further 
comprises providing a link to the transferee deposit sub-account, (see claim 23 of 
Ranzini). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Schutzer with Ranzini. Motivation to modify exists because email is an 



